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Great QuzsT1iON Anſwer d. 


Mhether it is conſiſtent with the Peryecki. 
vns of GOD to forſake his innocent © 

Son in the Agonies of Death, if mens 
Sins were not imputed unto Him, thera 


wp Way of DIALOG VE, 
Between Lhenezey Hewlert, and his Friend, | 
To 880 is added, ſome Remarks on My. Chub's | 


Reaſoning on Prayer, in his Vindication of bis 
© Goſpel. | 


| Friend, 


beſire to 3905 how it can be 
conſiſtent with the Perfections of 
SS God to forſake his innocent Som 
in the Agonies of Death, if He 
did not impute mens Sins to him. | 
" Henlet. Sir, be pleas'd to explain the 
Particulars of this , your Queſtion, and then 1 
all endeavour to give you as ſatisfactory an 
ſwer as I can, As firſt, w 8 ou mean 
y God's forſaking his jnnoce on in the 
* of Death? _ w 
S Res, What, by the lrpuiil 
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* Thirdly, What you underſtand by its be- 
ing conſjten wit God's PerfeQtions. . 
Friend. By God's forſaking his innocent Son, 
L underſtand his leaving him to himſelf : By 
imputing Mens Sins to him. I mean God's lay. 
ing their Sins to his Charge, ſo as to puniſh him 
in their Stead. As for this being conſiſtent 
with God's Perfections, I mean, whether it is 
agreeable to his Wiſdom, Juſtice, Goodneſs, 


Faithfulneſs, and the like. 
Hewlett. Do you think it to be conſiſtent 
with God's Perfections to impute Mens Sins 
to his innocent Son, ſo as to puniſh him tor 
+ them in their ſtedde | Bey 
Friend. Is it not as much agreeable to his 
Perfections, to impute Mens Sins to him, as 
it is to forſake him at Death, at a Time when 
he ſtood in the greateſt Need of Aſſiſtance? 
Iconfeſs I cannot ſee but that both theſe appear 
to me to be inconſiſtent with God's foremen- 
tioned PerfeQtions, and if ſo, how do you 
know, which is right? You ſay God cannot 
impute Mens Sins to him, becauſe fo to do is 
gontrary to God's Moral Character: And is 
it not as contrary to ſuppoſe he forſook him, 
tho? innocent, at a Time when he ſtood in 
the greateſt Need of his Father's Help, if this 
was the Caſe, then what Criterian have we to 
judge Good from Evil by; when God forſakes 
a Perſon, tis generally a Mark of his Dif- 
pleaſure; and if it is not always ſo,” how can 
any one have any certain Rule to judge whe 1 
ther he does not deal with the innocent as 


with the W icked, I therefore 1 hink it we. 
„ 2 hg n 1 
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Talk confiltently, we muſt either den tha © | 
God did impute Mens Sins to him, and that, | 


that was the Cauſe of his being forſaken, or | 


vw to own that God did not forſake him at 
. 
Hewlett The Reaſon why I think our Lord 
Was forſaken by his Father at his Death is, 
becauſe his Sufferings made ſuch deep Im- 
preſſions on his innocent Mind, whereas many 
of his Servants who were not perfectly inno- 
cent, yet by the Aſſiſtance of God even re- 
joiced under the Agonies of Death. - _ * 
Friend. T'confeſs it's ſomething ftrange, that 
the Son of God himſelf ſhould be ſo ſurpriz'd 
at the A pprehenſion of Death, much more than 
were his very Servants. For when he was 
that dreadful Agony in the Garden, he was 
not then ſo much as apprehended by his Mur- 
derers, and fo it could not ariſe from the Pains 
of Death, and when he ſays, my Soul is ex- 
ceeding forrowful even unto Death, his Ene> 
mies the Jews, had not at that Time inflicted 
any Miſery on him. So that his greateſt 
Mifery does appear to me to ariſe from his 
Mind, and not from the bodily Pains of Death; 
hen he was ſcourged, crowned with Thorns 
and crucified. In all theſe Tortures of Bod 
he dont appear to be in ſuch Sorrow of Soul, 
as he was in when no Pain of Body was in- 
flicted upon him; but how could ſuch Sor- 
rows take hold on ſuch a One who was per- 
fectly innocent, unleſs Mens Sins were im- 
puteck to him. This is the Great Queſtion, 
which 1 deſire to be anſwer ect. 
4 "Hewlett, 
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» 4 Halit. It is unqueſtionably true that our 
Saviour was deeply diſtreſt in his Soul; but 
might not theſe his Sorrows be aggravated 


by evi] Angels, as good Angels were capable 


to comfort him, as we find they were. So 
evil Angels might be capable to diſtreſs his 


* 
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= Got. This is agreeable to the Apoſtle's Words 
Pat he ſpoiled Principalities, and Powers a 
made a ſhew of them openly, triumphing over 


innocent Mind. This appears to me to be 
the Caſe, Lake xxii. 5 1. our Lord ſaid to 
thoſe who came to take him, that, it was their 


| Hour and the Power of Darkneſs. This Thought 


agrees With Gen. iii. 15. He ſball break thing 
Head, ana thou ſhalt bruiſe bis Heel, The 
Bruiſes which our Lagd received appear to be 
from the Power of Darkneſs, and not from 


nd 


them on the Croſs, and that through Deat 


he might deſtroy him that hath the Power o 


Death, that is the Devil. Theſe Text I think 
teach us that the , Sufferings of Chriſt pro- 


_ ceeded from, and w ere occaſioned by the Pow: 


enemies Hands. 


er of Darkneſs, and not from God. 


- . 0 * 


Friend. I acknowledge that Chriſt's Suf- 
tan and the PW. 


ferings ware occaſioned by $ 
er of Darkneſs , but then 


od, bis Father, 


could have baliancgd theſe his Sufferings, with 
his Almighty, Power, ſo as to cauſe him to 


rejoice, in his Sufferings, and carry him above 


all his Afflictions, as has been the Caſe of 


many. of his Martyrs in their Martyrdom ; 


bur it appears 10 me that God did not at that 
L 


which does ſuppoſe that he was left in h 
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"FH Hemlett. Well, admit what you ſay to be. * 


true, that God, his Father, did not give hi 
any extraordinary Affiſtance at that Time, al 
that can be inferr'd from hence is, that God 
did not interpoſe in any extraordinary Man- 
ner when Chriſt broke the Serpent's Head, 
and his Heel was bruiſed thereby. God un, 


* 


dqubtedly knew that his Son was a ſufficient 


Match for the Power of Darkneſs without his 
Interpoſition, or elſe he would undoubtedly 
have interpoſed. 3 
Friend. I think as our Lord was perfectix 
innocent, ſo he was naturally intitled to the 
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extraordinary Aſſiſtance of God, his Eather, m 


in ſuch extream Miſeries. | Wa 
Hewlett, It God had afforded him ſuch ex- 
traordinary Helps, then it could not be pro- 
perly ſaid that he conquer'd the Power of 
Barkneſs it would be then his Father that 
conquer'd them, and not he himſelf. I think, 
all that can be objected is, whether it was 
fit for God to permit his innocent Son to ſuffer 
at all. Now we may ſee, Heb. ii. 10. That 
it was Proper he ſhould ſuffer, if called to it; 
| For it became Him for whom are all Things, and 
by whom are all Things, in bringing many Sons 
unto Glory, to make the Captain 7 their Salvation 
Perfect, through Sufferings. Here we evidently 
5 that it was needſul, that Chriſt Hould 
uffer to make himſelf rain "Now if God, 
bis Father, had given hin F 
appeared in many Martyrs, that then he had 
nor ſuffered. For, if we may believe the 
Hiſtory of ſome Martyrs, they had fo mne 
Pleaſure in their Miſery, that ſo much oye 
| „F ballanced 
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im ſuch Aſſiſtance as 
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balanced , their Pains, that their Pains were 
over powered with Pleaſure, ſo that 'they 


„Were ſo far carried beyond themſelves as 


that they might, T think, in a proper Senſe 
be faid not 10 Taffer at-alk”” 6 * 1 
Now I think *tis evident that if God had 
not thus torſaken his Son, that then his Son 
' had not ſuffered, or at leaſt not ſo- much as to 
make him perfect, and conſequently had not 
been perfect. If the Sufferings of Chrift were 
ſuperior to his Strength, then it might be 
proper to ſay it was contrary $0 his Father's 


enough to conquer all the Difficulties he had 
to encounter with, then none can ſay it was 


unjuſt, and if it was for the Honour of Chriſt 


to conquer this Enemy himſelf alone, as 
appears ro be the Cafe, then it was wile in 


Aſſiſtance when he broke the Head of the 
Serpent, though his Heel was thereby 
bruiſed. 1 8 
Suppoſe a Child of Twenty Years of Age, 
was to encounter anothef af Sixteen, if the 
Father was to interpoſe. and aſſiſt him of 
Twenty in an extraordinary Manner, then hg 
of Sigteen would have juſt Cauſe ro Com- 
plain, as being abundantly over-match'd in 
fuch a Caſe it would be juſt and wiſe not to 
aſſiſt him of Twenty, though he of Sixteen 
was the only Catiſe of the Offence ; bur if 
ris rebellious Son of Sixteen was to ſet him» 
ſe 

6 


againſt one of two Tears old, it wound 
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erfections not to give him more Affiſta nce, 
but iffit can be proved thit he had Strength 


od not to give his Son any extraordinary 
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neſs of the «Weak with ſuperior Strengyh 3 
To apply it to the preſent Caſe, I argus t 
When Chriſt's Difeiples are called to ſuffer, 
then they have need of ſuperior Strength te 
their own ;. but when the Son of God himſelf 
was to ſuffer he had not that Need of extra- 
ordinary Aſſiſtance as his Memhers ſtand in 
Mecd of. Thus I think 1 have proved that it 
+ was becoming the all- perfect God to forſaks 
his innocent Son in the Agonies of Deich, 
and yer Mens Sins were not imputed to him, 
It was not the firſt Time that aur Lor 
ks] ſuffered Loſs in reſpect to the Enjoyment gl 
his Father, for he ſaith, Father, glorify me with 


* 


thy own 155 with the Glory I had with thee, he- 
fore the World was, John xvii. 5. Whereby wa 
may ſee that our Saviour had not ſo much 
Enjoy ment of his Father's delightiul Preſencs 


as. be Had before, and yet the Diminution of 


the Plea ſure, of his Father's Preſence was not 


ſeems to be to try him. It is faid, 2 Chron, 
xXXIi. 31. that God left Hezetiah to try him, 
to know all that was in his Heart, If Heer 
Kah had remained uomoveable in his Virtuę 
ien he was forſaken of God, or left, which 


be then wiſe and juſt for the Father to int 7 . 
poſe in ſuch a Caſe, and fo ſupply. the Weg 


occaſioned. by his Diſobedience, but rather 


* think is the ſame, then e had been un- 
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hen God is faid to forſake's Perſon it does 
not ſignity that he takes away his natural 
++» Abilities, but only to witfraw his extraor- 
dinary, or ſuperabounding Aſſiſtance, which 
none can claim as of right, unleſs in extra- 
ordinary Occaſions, Thus when God enjoin- 
b ed his Son to make the World then he gave. 
him a Power ſuitable ro ſo great a Work, and 
when he was to be a Pattern of Humility, then 
he gave him ſuch Abilities as Was agreeable - 
to ſuch an Undertaking ; and is it not juſt 
and Wiſe” for every Governour to proportion 
the Abilities according to their Subjects Ne- 
ceſſities. If any have any thing to object 2- 
yt N Written, I deſire to be 
inform?d. © . | N 
Friend. As Chriſt was perfectly innbcene, 
would it not be unreaſonable in him to be 
dijected on Account of fearing his Father's 
Favour. „ cork ne 
' - Anſwer, Who ſays he was Diſtreſs?d on that 
Account, may not a Perſon be in Grief who MF; 
Hath no Reaſon to fear God Favour, Was 
not this the Caſe of Feremiah and Fob, ahd our 
Lord Was ſubje& to the ſame Evils With . 
ther Men, Sin only excępt ec. 
FTriend. But 2 Lord ſaid, he could pray 
his Father, and be would give him more tha) 
twelve Legions of Angels for his Dellveranem 
' *: THeplett, Af he Had | hs f ied 40 his Fa. 
ther he had been undoubtediy delivered; bu 
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k Foes + it: * he chonght it not mel 
to Ins Father: For if he had been 8 

e then, hie had not had the Honour of - 
Conqueror over all Principalities and 
overs of Dafhneſs, nor have been made N 
feck ſeeing he Was "anode ſo chr Sufferings. 

Friend. If Chriſt's Prayer might prevail to 
obtain chat which in it ſelf; Was not well, plea- 
Hug vo God, may not others pray for Things 
contrary to his Win, and be anſwer d, ſeeing 
he is no reſpectet of Perſons. bot 
Halen. Tis certain that the Children 
rael, did requeſt chings which were contrary, 
| God's Win, both in * Wilderneſs and in 
the Days of Samuel, and God gave them their 
tequeſt to their own Conſuſion, and if Chriſt 
hac thus prayed and been deliver d, he would, | 
then have loſt the Honour of being a Con | 
rover the Power of Darkneſs. 

Hereby we may be ſure that God regards 
the Petitions of his Servants, but it ought to 
de eonſidered, that ho pray With 
ſuhmiſſion to God's Will; may nor have their 
| preſeitt Defires anſwer'd, he knowing it will 
the for their real good, Which was hi Sons: 
hilſt others who do not conſuit tbe 
Muß of God, may have their requeſt to their 
hurt, which was the caſe of the Iſraelites 
Wee etkidned.” 15 0 
This argument 1 think wit overthrow all 
r. Chabb's Reaſoning about Prayer, in his; 
te" Pamplier;// entitled, The True' Goſpel'of 
4. Cin Viedicered: T'atelypublifhed'sn: 
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eo, tho“ he may. not be Ga l by the; 
pure Word of Gad, yet may be hearken 
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. Ko y 
ble Argument * * bo NO worth 
fwering : This! 1 


1 A 
hd Mr. Nemmas, Mr. H arr, M 
ahd ſeveral other nameleſs Authors, 3 
have anſweret;: they ſeem 0 be Will ing 1 
give the ame Anſwer . 
Mr. Chubb: ſuppoſes;;that Prayer is. 0 on 
than uſeful Meditation in his e | 
 Pamphlet in P. 68, ſpeaking; | ds 
Prayer, he ſays it. cannot poſhbly/ 11m on 
influence him, by acquainting. im with whar- 
he did not know, meaning God; not Jeadin 
Him to do what n he would, not hav 
done; the Senſe of all his reaſoning, I chink. 
amounts to this, that all ought: 40 expect. 20 
Anſwer to their Prayer: Tis evident that Mr. 
' Ebiabb donit beljeve God's Word ron hey | 
the Bible, for there We have Account of Juch 
 Exploirs done by Prayer, as, even, roifing the 
Dead., cu ring the Sick, conquering, Kin Fs 
And the like; that unleſs he was, an HAM! 
he cbuld not ha ve thus ritten. an 


Kesſon, which he prefers to divine Revela- 
tion, as I have proved in my. foremention'd 
| Anſwer to him. is it an Imperfe ion 2 God. 
to ſuffer himſelf to be prevail, on by ;Prayens 
| _— he knows what the Perſon Ma bgtpre 
be ask Nen 20045 eee 
* Would.it bejap, e cha nin Foe 778 
nt a Requeſt, that 1 15 
£ . wich hold it vl le Per en: ng N. 
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ſeed I 
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ee of it, and petition” for it, and then give 
ad nd ell chen)? 5 


FTeifections, he is robbing him of his glorious. 
Attributes, by ſuppoſing him to be like a 
Kone, that is as wel pleaſed with you if ydu 
ſtrike it as if you kiſs it. Prayer availeth not 
Wich him, ſays he. He is not a God hearing 

NM | gud anſwering Prayer According to Mr. 
en, you had then as good pray to a Stone 

+. Soppoſe a Perſon ſhould really think with 
the Iaelile, of old, that he wanted ſuch a 
Thing, and God ſhould uſe all proper means 


and he ſhould ſtill obſtinately perſiſt to deſire 
that Thing, would it not then be juſt and 
Wiſe for God to give it him, to teach him ano- 
ther time to ſubmit his Will to his Maker's 
diſpoſal Thus, I think, if Mr. Chabb will 
hearken either to Scripture or Reaſon, he muſt 
be ſorry for what he has wrote. 
© Before I conclude I ſhall anſwer an Objec- 
tion which Mr. Chalb ſeems to think invinci- 
ble, P. 24. in P. 74. he cires, Jahn xv. 7. If 
Je alide in me and my Words. Abide in you ye 
- ſhall ask what ye will and it ſhall be done un- 
to you. And Chap. xvi. a3. Mhatſos ver ye ſhall. 
at the Father in my Name he will give it jo: 
off This he calls an abſolute and unlimited Pro- 
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rj miſe to every true and faithful .Diſciple -of 
Chriff, thar-is as he explains it, to à faithful 
Follower of Chi, now if a Man is a Follower 

of Chriſt he will then ask as Chriſt did, my 
_——_ © is . Will, 


For whilſt Mr: Chubb is contending; for God's 


td convince him that it was not fit for him, 
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Will, but iy Win be done, theſe, when the 4 
know it to be for the Glory of God, can ra iſe 
the Dead by Prayer, as Peter did, Ad, ix. 30. 

and yet, when they know it to he for his Ho- 

nour for they themſeſves to ſuffer! Bonds, Im- 
priſonment, or even Death itſelf, then t 


hen they will 
not ſo much as deſire to be e , 
they had rather ſuffer: than to diſhonour Gad; 
and thus they imitate Chrif# their Maſter, Is 
it not wiſe and good for God to give ſuch Men 
wharſoever they ſhall deſire? And pet Mr, 
Chubb thinks rhis to be ſcarcely xecancileable to 
any Principles, P. 24. Theſe who thus tollay , ) 7 
can are promiſed that Serpents nor Poiſon 
ſhall not be able to hurt them, Mart xvi, 18. 
but theſe Fromiſes belang only to ſuch to 
whom they were made, -nar to all the Chriſtian 
Now, tho! Mr. Chubb don't fee What is pro- 
miſed to them to take Place in Fact, yet it | 
don't appear by any Thing he has ſaid but „ 
that they may be made good to proper Per- 
ſons; alf Proſeſſors of Chriſtianity, I think, are 
not under this Promiſe; and ſo Mr. Chabb may 
be an Unbeliever without any juſt CauſG 
In P. 71 he fays,: As to God he is diſpoſed, 
and therefore will do what is proper ſor him to 
do whether we addreſs him tor it or not: Is 
not this the ſame as tho he had ſaid Pray er 
is not Efficacious?. Lea. he allows in P. TO. 
that it was his Delign to draw Mea off from 
a reliance on iis being Efficacious; ſo that ac- 
cording to Mr. Chabb, Prayer is no more than 
uſeful Meditations, this Notion, as, far as it 
8 ho prevails 
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1 of Prayer, from the Conſideration of Millions 


would aſterwards have been glad to have had 


Ws 
LS ! 0, many all 
that Cad is g Hearer and Anſwerer of Prayer, 


that he cannot be wrought upon 
ged his 
- Reaſon, becauſe he knew what they wanted 
ps Mr. Chu ' | 
bare down all theſe plain Texts, tho? ane of a 
mean Underſtanding. can inform Mr, Chubb 


Now ”tis to be obſerved that thoſe Perſons 
+ here referrd to, were for the moſt part Calvi- 


ſaid that God anſwered their Prayer, by de- 
ny ing them what they asked, even as St. Paul, 


PR. 


a. 1 
leved, will cauſe the Bible | 
(piled, and the Writers of it 
re, to perſwade the World 


to be 0 


when according to Mr. C hab there is no Truth 
in it, and all the Proof he gives us is, that our 
Prayer cannot inform, nor influence God, or 
whereas our Lord encoura Diſciples to 
pray to their heavenly Father, for this yery 


hefare- they ask it of him, Mat. vi. 8. Bur per- 
| Chubb thinks his ſtrang * 


that. tis not unreaſonable for God to ſuſpend. 


according to his Commands. . 
As to what he objects aa, the Prevalency 


of Petitions being put up to Gad, for the Down- 
fal of Antichriſt, for this two hundred Years 
paſt, P. 69. and their Prayers not anſwered. 


niſts, and what they call Antichriſt, may, I 
think, be proved to be true (Chriſfianity, they 
being miſtaken, it may, I think, be properly 


if he had prayed for the Downfal of Chriſtiani- 
ti betore he was convinced of the Truth of it, 


ſuch Prayers not anſwered, 


< of 
r ee * 6 
* 999 ns n 
A 1 . 3 — — 
—— 2 hs» % g rn * 
— = 3 > DE, 3 * 5 Pe * —. 
. E. ©. 


— 
— 


- _ 
— — 
N . 
F 
. 
= 
* 
— - , ” 
Þ..z 
** T = s 
- . 
- - 


y 4 : 7 Mun Aae Riches” 2 10 Ve 
|” 2NiSDabgn5s fo'glori which” 
B muſt be tükenm in d Mr, 
L oer ele de cqniibr bes hi = o 
15 , *he' ſhi] have thek, if feet, | 
58 duns dd Man's Pefire; bur if G 
ul lee agen would not der eue hos amr " 
22 82 - this: Mah's End, That js to be for God” OG: "by 


- : 


=; ee he des 8 ers Ma 
7 eee by deny ing 


r 


Tas LM: 


| 1 Frhis faith Diſt Mel 4 Oy 1 
* f bis Honour, e | 


—— 
„ 


apickit Maeuld not befor 

olsted of hls Ade LR!" Th | 

urns n re wee 

7 2 knefs 

17 5 bes © 5 
# nme 


9 85 Fn Ba 


Tk 


x Y 
: * , 2 . w Po 8 . 
ts. +. Fai e$e Bd, 
—" * : - * . 


a) 
a * 


224 24 


TR 


Aa 
+» 4 
* 
— 


d 

* i 

12 f, 4, 3 
LEE 


> 


1 
1 
7 


| 55 


* 


52 
* 
1 Vs 
— 


* ef 8 156 Jt 
25 sers ſuch Deſirers tot 
38 was nie de *6f the 


* *. 
25 75 1 71 2 59h 1 


= 
= _ - 


4 - * a0 , 
"05 40 
3 * 

: »$* X ” & 

— - F Ss = 

TE. N. 


- 
- 
- 


: * 
1 747 


OT — 


„ 
e FE 


* 


I 


- - 59 


>; 7 * 


4 % < 
: o p 6. 8 A , D a3 , * 4 * " 
N p fs * 9 bo as 1 4 © 4 4 755 7 1 1928 "kid 1 *, 
we * - 5. 4, * - - * \ * * * „ * 
＋ : . a ” — » 4; * * % — N 8. 85 2 7 = 7 4. of 7 YA fs o * — A 4 = " 
Ht -* 9 * > * OY MPR # a} 
N . 5 > «4 4 2 | 2 A "FL * 1 4, g 
0 „ 1 5 5 *; 4 1 J . FN wat.” 
=> (I. BE TL ID Chet ALE 
> as ” . | MY MS. 
. a 4 42 11293 er A? 4» 
: Þ $- - SH. a os >. : 4 34>. 0 20 
14 * St a x , L * 4 4 


* 
ATT" 
2 . * 4 
46 2 $. 
» 2 I 4 
-\ v 
«4 „„ 
— - Oo 
1 
*. * » "14 
ry L. of 
Q —— . 
bY 4 * 


2 


- * 2. 
k - "a 
: * 8 
* « £ - . us « % r 5 
EF . * * 4 1 « ” Pit — wt, 
K $f . « 7 8 Fe $ 
PR 8 | | 4. *a'; * e ee 
* . RM is & $9 x4 ** : 4 be : - : 
83 eat ot Tip <a e 
' 7 . g , r . _— ö 
e — 2 85 A * \ vs IP . . * ! 422 1 
2 1284 * - Nu: A IP E f 89 „ Vas 
"36380... wh ene Us . - : 
| & * 4 = « at * * % 4 42 % * 
. 4. rH SI bed : SS Sv, 
3 „ wild pt # 8 
% * * PR 


„ 
" = - * 1 = * * ad 
3 er k wi » — 3 *£; . 4 
vs , y * a 2 aq. - 4, dw P — > 5 : 
- (SME At "> 4 a 4 30 — 2 8 * 8 4 : 5 | 
—_ . a - * 47 A | + N 


*>, # x5 1 *— 


: POS nh 3 1 " Can — 0 5 = _—_ 
r of I 


